THE SOVEREIGNTY OF THE DOMINIONS        n
peace conference1 the British Government had rejected Chapter
the demand of a delegation representing the Dutch of       '
the Transvaal and the Orange River Colony who de-
manded the restoration of their independence as logic-
ally the sequel to the declarations of the allies as to
the right of national self-determination. On his return
to Africa after the peace conference General Smuts had
preached the doctrine that the Dominions had won by
the treaty of Versailles and membership of the League
the position of fully sovereign states connected with
the United Kingdom, only through the possession of a
common sovereign. The legal structure of the Empire
clearly was inconsistent with this view, and it was
natural, therefore, that in 1921 the voice of General
Smuts should be raised in favour of a new definition
of imperial relations. What then he failed to bring
about was, however, not long to be delayed, and it was
furthered in the highest degree by the creation in 1921-
1922 of the Irish Free State. The mode of bringing the
State into being was unique: the Articles of Agreement
for a Treaty of December 6,1921, were made between
members of the British Government and persons who
purported to act as the Government of Ireland, but
who had prior to the treaty no legal status of any kind,
and in fact were simply British subjects in rebellion
against the Crown.2 A State whose origin was so striking
was not likely to assent to the adequacy of legal forms
which owed their existence to conditions long since
obsolete. The model of Canada had been chosen as that
to determine the powers of the new State. Canada re-
1  Keith, op. cit. pp. 230-33.
2  Contrast Rynne, Die volkerrecMicke Stellung Irlands, pp. 44 fif., who
claims State rank for Ireland.   But see H. Walter, Die Stellung der
Dominien im Verfassungssystem des Iritischen Reivhea, pp. 16-18.